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(54) Methods and apparatus for characterization, adjustment and optimization of wireless 
networks 

(57) Improved techniques for characterizing, adjust- 
ing and optimizing the overall performance of a wireless 
network. In an illustrative embodiment, the overall net- 
work performance for a particular network configuration 
is characterized by a vector with two components, one 
representing network coverage and another represent- 
ing network capacity. Network coverage is defined by NETWORK 
the likelihood of service under load, including interfer- CAPACITY 
ence, and may be further weighted by traffic density. 
Network capacity is defined by an amount of traffic with 
a given spatial distribution that can be served at a given 
overall target-blocking rate. The overall network per- 
formance may be characterized using a two-dimen- 
sional capacity/coverage diagram which plots overall 
network performance vectors, each including a network 
capacity component and a network coverage compo- 
nent, for various network configurations. The overall 
network performance may be improved or optimized 
with respect to a given subset of network parameters by 
using an algorithm that proposes potential network con- 
figurations and evaluates them with respect to their 
overall network performance. 
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Description 

Field Of The Invention 

5 [0001] The present invention relates generally to wireless communication networks, and more particularly to char- 
acterization, adjustment and optimization techniques for use in the design, implementation and operation of such wire- 
less networks. 

Background Of The Invention 

[0002] A typical wireless network includes a multitude of interconnected base stations providing wireless traffic to 
a varying number of fixed or mobile users distributed over a geographically well-defined coverage area. The wireless 
interface generally has to operate under conditions including demand for multiple access to the network, uncontrollable 
signal propagation, and a limited bandwidth. The demand for multiple access to the network means that location and 
75 time of service requests are not known a priori. Therefore, the network has to provide the required level of service with 
sufficient capacity over a large geographical area. The above-noted uncontrollable signal propagation condition indi- 
cates that a wireless link between a base station and a user relies on signal propagation in an environment that is typ- 
ically associated with high propagation loss, and reflection, diffraction, or scattering effects at clutter, terrain, and other 
types of obstacles. 

20 [0003] The combination of these conditions often results in competing design goals. For example, demand for high 
capacity within a limited bandwidth generally requires operating with high spectral efficiency. This leads to reduced 
orthogonality among communication channels, resulting in mutual interference due to their overlapping propagation 
paths in the environment. This interference reduces network coverage area or, equivalently, lowers quality of service. 
Therefore, the requirement for high area coverage or high quality of service always competes against the demand for 

25 high network capacity. 

[0004] In time division multiple access (TDMA) or frequency division multiple access (FDMA) systems, spectral effi- 
ciency can be increased by reducing the frequency reuse factor. This also reduces the average physical distance 
between cells operating at the same frequency and therefore increases their mutual interference. In code division mul- 
tiple access (CDMA) systems, the various communication channels are distinguished by codes. Due to propagation 
30 effects in the environment, orthogonality between codes may be washed out, such that interference between commu- 
nication channels increases with traffic load. 

[0005] Besides spectral efficiency, the amount of traffic that can be handled by the network highly depends on how 
well the spatial distribution of capacity matches that of the offered traffic load. This sets an additional constraint on allo- 
cating and sizing cells in the network, which, of course, is highly dependent on the local propagation environment. 
35 [0006] Other constraints that can influence network performance include, e.g., time-dependent variations of the 
traffic pattern, hardware limitations, external interference effects like thermal noise, morphological issues like require- 
ments for building penetration, etc. 

[0007] A multitude of other system parameters also have to be considered when a network is designed or adjusted. 

These parameters include, e.g., base station locations, number of sectors per base station, antenna parameters such 
40 as height, orientation, tilt, antenna gain, and antenna pattern, transmit power levels per communication channel and 

base station, frequency plan, handoff thresholds, number of carriers per base station or sector, etc. 

[0008] There are underlying constraints associated with some of these parameters, such as base station locations 

or antenna heights, that may be predetermined by the local morphological environment, e.g., availability of real estate, 

high buildings for antennas, etc. In addition, certain parameters, such as antenna tilt or antenna orientation, can be eas- 
45 ily adjusted in the design phase, but are cost- and time-intensive when they have to be changed afterwards. Other 

parameters, such as frequency plan, power levels and handoff thresholds, can easily be changed or tuned, even when 

the network is in service. 

[0009] As a result of the complexity of the wireless environment, competing design goals such as demand for high 
capacity and high link performance, and the multitude of system parameters, network design and adjustment are cliff i- 
50 cult tasks. 

[0010] Current procedures for network design include design tools that model network performance based on the 
given network parameters using statistical or other mathematical propagation models. An example of such a design tool 
is the Planet tool from Mobile Systems International, http://www.rmrdesign.com/msi. These and other convention net- 
work design tools calculate certain radio frequency (RF) link metrics, e.g., signal strength or signal-to-interference ratio, 
55 which are of significance for particular network performance attributes. The accuracy of these predictions mostly 
depends on the accuracy of the propagation models and the precision of modeling the environment, e.g., terrain, clutter 
etc. 

[0011] Although these conventional tools can provide a sufficiently high accuracy in predicting network perform- 
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ance, they generally do not classify the overall network performance and, therefore, provide no information about how 
far the network is driven from its optimal state. Due to the complexity of the interactions in the network, tuning network 
performance has to be done by a trial-and-error procedure, and potential improvements have to be identified by com- 
paring RF link-metric plots for different network configurations. With the number of network parameters that have to be 
adjusted and the different design goals, this procedure is very unsatisfactory and a performance optimum is difficult to 
even approach. 

[0012] Other conventional approaches include frequency planning tools. An example of such a tool is the Asset net- 
work design tool, from Aircom, www.aircom.co.uk. The Asset tool includes a frequency planning algorithm. ForTDMA 
and FDMA networks, i.e., networks that have a frequency reuse factor larger than one, many efforts have been made 
to generate algorithms that improve the network performance with respect to its frequency plan. These algorithms usu- 
ally have an objective that aims for improvement of spectral efficiency. Such an algorithm, for instance, may try to min- 
imize the amount of frequencies used while serving a given traffic density. These algorithms, however, generally do not 
provide information about the network performance for each frequency plan, unless they have been linked to a network 
design tool such as the above-noted PLANET tool. 

[0013] A well-known conventional approach to network optimization is in-field optimization. Since design tools do 
not perfectly reflect all propagation effects in the environment, networks can be improved by in-field drive tests. How- 
ever, drive tests have to be regarded merely as an alternative data acquisition procedure, and inferring network 
improvements is subjected to the same problems as above. Further, drive-test data can be gained only from limited 
areas, they are cost and time intensive. 

[0014] Although many of the above-noted conventional techniques can provide assistance in designing and adjust- 
ing a network, they generally do not allow optimization of overall network performance for different mutually competing 
design goals. A need therefore exists for improved network characterization, adjustment and optimization techniques 
that can, e.g., unambiguously classify the performance of a wireless network for competing design goals and for differ- 
ent system configurations. 

Summary Of The Invention 

[0015] The present invention provides improved techniques for characterizing, adjusting and/or optimizing the over- 
all performance of a wireless network. 

[0016] In an illustrative embodiment of the invention, the overall network performance for a particular network con- 
figuration is characterized by a vector with two components, one representing network coverage and another represent- 
ing network capacity. In accordance with the invention, network coverage is advantageously defined by the likelihood of 
service under load, including interference, and may be further weighted by traffic density. Network capacity is advanta- 
geously defined by the amount of traffic with a given spatial distribution that can be served at a given overall target- 
blocking rate. It has been determined that these definitions provide an accurate and efficient quantification of how well 
network resources are being used. 

[0017] In accordance with the invention, the overall network performance may be characterized using a two-dimen- 
sional capacity/coverage diagram. The diagram plots overall network performance vectors, each including a network 
capacity component and a network coverage component, for various network configurations. The diagram thus allows 
comparison of various network configurations with respect to their overall network performance in a visually very clear 
and efficient way. It also provides a visual understanding of the tradeoff between the two competing network perform- 
ance attributes of the illustrative embodiment, i.e., network capacity and network coverage. 

[0018] In accordance with another aspect of the invention, the overall network performance may be improved or 
optimized with respect to a given subset of network parameters by utilizing the overall network performance classifica- 
tion based on network capacity and network coverage. This may be done by using an optimization algorithm that pro- 
poses potential network configurations and evaluates them with respect to their overall network performance. The 
corresponding network performance points may be plotted into a capacity/coverage diagram. Those network configu- 
rations that form the outer envelope of all configurations considered relevant by the algorithm represent the best trade- 
off curve for the network found in this process. 

[0019] The present invention may be implemented in one or more software programs running on a personal com- 
puter, workstation, microcomputer, mainframe computer or any other type of programmable digital processor. The 
invention substantially improves the process of designing, adjusting and optimizing the performance of wireless net- 
works. These and other features and advantages of the present invention will become more apparent from the accom- 
panying drawings and the following detailed description. 
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Brief Description Of The Drawings 
[0020] 

5 FIG. 1 is a block diagram of a processing system in which a characterization, adjustment and/or optimization proc- 

ess may be implemented in accordance with the invention. The system may be used generate the illustrative graph- 
ical displays shown in FIGS. 2A, 2B, 3A, 3B, 4A, 4B and 5. 

FIG. 2A shows a two-dimensional plot that characterizes overall network performance including a tradeoff curve for 
10 determining maximal performance. 

FIG. 2B shows a set of network tradeoff curves generated for different amounts of network resources. 

FIG. 3A shows an unoptimized network plot in which the spatial distribution of traffic density and network capacity 
75 do not match. 

FIG. 3B shows an optimized network plot in which the spatial distribution of traffic density and network capacity do 
match, such that network capacity is maximal. 

20 FIG. 4A shows a capacity plot for a network with full coverage. 

FIG. 4B shows a capacity plot for network with coverage hole. 

FIG. 5 shows a plot illustrating over network performance points for various network configurations obtained in a 
25 Monte Carlo process in accordance with the invention. 

Detailed Description Of The Invention 

[0021] The present invention will be illustrated below in conjunction with exemplary wireless network information 
30 processing techniques implemented in a computer-based processing system. It should be understood, however, that 
the invention is not limited to use with any particular type of processing system. The disclosed techniques are suitable 
for use with a wide variety of other systems and in numerous alternative applications. Moreover, the described tech- 
niques are applicable to many different types of wireless networks, including TDMA, FDMA and CDMA networks, with 
mobile subscriber units, fixed subscriber units or combinations of mobile and fixed units. The term "wireless network" 
35 as used herein is intended to include these and other types of networks, as well as sub-networks or other portions of 
such networks and combinations of multiple networks. The terms "optimize," "optimizing" and "optimization" as used 
herein should be understood to include any type of improvement in network performance, e.g., an improvement which 
provides performance deemed to be acceptable for a given application. These terms as used herein therefore do not 
require any type of true optimum, such as an actual minimum or maximum of a particular performance function. 
40 [0022] The present invention is directed to a processor-implemented method and apparatus for characterization, 
adjustment and/or optimization of a wireless network. 

[0023] FIG. 1 shows an exemplary processing system 10 in which characterization, adjustment and/or optimization 
techniques in accordance with the present invention may be implemented. The processing system 10 includes a proc- 
essor 12 and a memory 14, connected to communicate via a bus 16. The system 10 further includes an input/output 
45 (I/O) controller 18 which is connected to the bus 16 in order to communicate with the processor 12 and memory 14. The 
I/O controller 18 in conjunction with the processor 12 directs the operation of a number of peripheral components 
including a display 20, a printer 22, a keyboard 24 and an external storage device 26. 

[0024] One or more of the elements of system 10 may represent portions of a desktop or portable personal com- 
puter, aworkstation, a microcomputer, a mainframe computer, orothertype of processor-based information processing 

so device. The memory 14 and external storage device 26 may be electronic, magnetic or optical storage devices. The 
external storage device 26 may include a database of wireless network information, e.g., a database of information on 
wireless network operating parameters, etc. that is utilized to generate graphical displays that will be described below. 
The external storage device 26 may be a single device, or may be distributed, e.g., distributed across multiple comput- 
ers or similar devices. The term "database" as used herein is intended to include any arrangement of stored data that 

55 may be used in conjunction with a network characterization, adjustment and/or optimization technique. 

[0025] The present invention may be implemented at least in part in the form of a computer software program 
stored in memory 1 4 or external storage 26. Such a program may be executed by processor 1 2 in accordance with user- 
supplied input data to produce a desired output in a predetermined format, e.g., on display 20 or on a print-out gener- 
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ated by printer 22. The user-supplied input data may be entered at the keyboard 24, read from one or more files of 
external storage device 26, or obtained over a network connection from a server or other information source. 
[0026] The present invention provides improved techniques for characterizing, adjusting and optimizing the overall 
performance of a wireless network. In an illustrative embodiment of the invention, the overall network performance for 

5 a particular network configuration is characterized by a vector with two components, one representing network cover- 
age and another representing network capacity. In accordance with the invention, network coverage is advantageously 
defined by the likelihood of service under load, including interference, and may be further weighted by traffic density. 
Network capacity is advantageously defined by the amount of traffic with a given spatial distribution that can be served 
at a given overall target-blocking rate. It has been determined that these definitions provide an accurate and efficient 

10 quantification of how well network resources are being used. 

[0027] FIG. 2A shows an example of a two-dimensional capacity/coverage diagram which may be generated by the 
system of FIG. 1 in accordance with the invention. The diagram plots overall network performance vectors, each includ- 
ing a network capacity component and a network coverage component, for various network configurations. The dia- 
gram thus allows comparison of various network configurations with respect to their overall network performance in a 

15 visually very clear and efficient way. It also provides a visual understanding of the tradeoff between the two competing 
network performance attributes of the illustrative embodiment, i.e.., network capacity and network coverage. In the fig- 
ure, the unshaded circles represent the network performance vectors associated with arbitrary network settings, and 
the shaded circles represent tradeoff points for maximum overall network performance. 

[0028] The overall network performance thus may be improved or optimized with respect to a given subset of net- 
20 work parameters by utilizing an overall network performance classification based on network capacity and network cov- 
erage. This may be done by using an optimization algorithm that proposes potential network configurations and 
evaluates them with respect to their overall network performance. The corresponding network performance points are 
plotted into a capacity/coverage diagram. Those network configurations that form the outer envelope of all configura- 
tions considered relevant by the algorithm represent the best tradeoff curve for the network found in this process. 
25 [0029] FIG. 2B shows an example set of tradeoff curves generated in this manner, with each of the tradeoff curves 
corresponding to use of a different amount of network resources, e.g., a different number of cells. The tradeoff curves 
depict in a very clear way the improvement that can be made to the overall network performance by increasing the 
amount of resources. 

[0030] The above-described optimization process in the illustrative embodiment can utilize any algorithm that is 
30 capable of determining a sufficient variety of network configurations. For example, the algorithm may be a mathematical 
optimization algorithm that directly searches for the network configurations leading to the best tradeoff curve. Such an 
algorithm usually finds better tradeoff curves in a shorter period of time. Alternatively, a mathematical algorithm can be 
used that tries to optimize for different objectives. For example, a frequency planning algorithm can be used. Each fre- 
quency plan produces one point on the tradeoff plot, and the tradeoff curve represents the set of best frequency plans 
35 generated by the frequency planning algorithm. As previously noted, an example of such a frequency planning algo- 
rithm is that provided by the Asset network design tool, from Aircom, www.aircom.co.uk. Even a routine that alters cer- 
tain network configurations by a random process can be used. 

[0031] Since the above-described concept is independent of the particular optimization algorithm used, it repre- 
sents a methodology for improving and/or optimizing overall network performance. Based on this methodology, more 

40 refined algorithms can be developed. The quality of a particular algorithm can be measured by the improvement it can 
make to a network within the above-described capacity/coverage classification of overall network performance. 
[0032] The overall bandwidth and other significant network resources should advantageously be constraints for the 
improvement/optimization process for a particular tradeoff curve. As described above in conjunction with the set of 
tradeoff curves of FIG. 2B, using different sets of resources, e.g. more base stations or bandwidth, results in different 

45 tradeoff curves, which visualized in one plot shows the associated change in overall network performance very clearly. 
Such a plot also reveals how overall performance differs between various network designs using comparable 
resources. 

[0033] It should be noted that the network coverage and network capacity properties in the illustrative embodiment 
can be replaced by related properties in other embodiments. For example, network coverage can be related to statisti- 
50 cal network metrics such as "call origination failures," and network capacity can be related to "overall blocking rate at 
given traffic load" or simply "blocked call rate." Such properties, as well as other similar properties derived from network 
statistics, are closely related to network coverage and network capacity, and carry basically the same or similar infor- 
mation. The terms "network coverage" and "network capacity" as used herein are therefore intended to include any 
such related properties. 

55 [0034] An exemplary implementation of the above-described illustrative embodiment will now be described in 
greater detail. In this implementation, a location is considered covered when a communication link can be properly orig- 
inated and terminated, and when the link traffic has sufficient link quality during the time when the link is up. These con- 
ditions may involve several communication channels with different link requirements. 
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[0035] In an IS-95 CDMA system, for example, the forward link can be considered covered when the strongest pilot 
has sufficient signal strength with respect to the total interference level, comprising interference from all other commu- 
nication channels and noise: 

Ec ik /lo ik > 6 c , lo k = £ Etot ik + (1 - b) • Etot ik + NF i • W 0 , (1) 
k'*k 

where 

Ec k : Pilot power from sector k at antenna port of mobile /. 

lo jk : Interference power at antenna port of mobile / with respect to pilot from sector k. 

Etot jk : Total received power from sector k at antenna port of mobile /. 

b : Fraction of pilot power to total power of cell or cell sector. 

NFj : Mobile noise figure. 

N 0 : Thermal noise floor. 

6 C : Threshold for proper pilot signal recovery. 

In the reverse link, coverage is obtained when every mobile can be received with sufficient relative signal strength at the 
base station: 

S lk /l k iQ m 8.lk = l t Sj k *NF k • N 0 , (2) 

where 

Sj k : Signal power from mobile I at antenna port of sector k. 

I ik : Interference power at antenna port of sector k with respect to pilot from mobile /. 

NF k : Mobile noise figure. 

N Q : Thermal noise floor. 

®rvs '■ Threshold for proper mobile-signal recovery in reverse link. 

[0036] A location has coverage when both the forward and reverse link have coverage. These conditions have to 
be met for each user only with respect to one cell or cell sector, i.e., the strongest server. In the reverse link, additional 
diversity gain can be obtained from soft-handoff. This gain can be added into the overall link budget. 
[0037] In accordance with the invention, a coverage function is defined as 

„ , v f0 if location (x, Wis not covered 
Cov(x,y) = < (3) 
[1 if location (x,y) is covered 



Overall area-weighted coverage can be defined by integrating the coverage function over the target coverage area 
(TCA): 



Cov tot = J Cov(x,y) • dx • dy I j dx • dy. 
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Alternatively, overall traffic-weighted coverage can be defined by: 



Cov tot = j" TD(x,y) • Cov(x,y) • dx • dyl J TD(x, y) • dx • dy (5) 

TCA TCA 



where TD(x, y) assigns a local traffic density function. The overall traffic-weighted coverage better represents the sta- 
tistical network performance, since it weighs high-traffic areas more than low traffic areas. 
10 [0038] The integrals in Equations (4) and (5) can be replaced by sums if a discrete set of locations is evaluated 
rather than a continuum. The number of locations should be large enough and dense enough for a statistical represent- 
ative coverage evaluation. Alternatively, the evaluation can be done using a road-based mesh as described in the 
above-cited U.S. Patent Application of K.L. Clarkson et al. entitled "Road-Based Evaluation and Interpolation of Wire- 
less Network Parameters." 

15 [0039] The individual power levels at the receiver input can be obtained, e.g., from conventional network design 
tools, from in-field measurements, from network performance statistics, or from a combination of these and other tech- 
niques. 

[0040] In accordance with the invention, overall capacity of a network is defined with respect to the spatially varying 
traffic distribution. This avoids providing too many resources in places where there is no traffic while resources are lack- 
20 ing in high traffic areas. Such a situation would lead to under-use of resources in some areas and to high blocking rates 
in others. 

[0041] For networks that are in service, network capacity can be specified with respect to one specific overall target 
blocking rate, BR 0 : 

25 BR _ Failed attempts to originate a service in target coverage area .„ 

° - Total amount of service requests in target coverage area ' 



where the failed attempts are service origination failures attributable to an overload of network resources. 

30 [0042] FIG. 3A illustrates a situation in which the above network capacity definition may lead to significantly lower 
capacity values for a network with a given traffic distribution than those obtained by simply adding up the resources of 
all cells. In the figure, the spatial distribution of a target traffic load (solid line) is not matched by the spatial distribution 
of available network capacity (blocks). Therefore, some cells have too little capacity (cells at the left and right), while 
other cells have over-capacity (cells in the center). In order to keep the overall network blocking rate at a small target 

35 value (small "blocked traffic" area), the total traffic has to be reduced significantly (dotted line). In this diagram, simply 
adding up the capacity of all cells (area of all blocks) would lead to a total capacity value that meets the initial traffic dis- 
tribution (area under solid line) and is much higher than that obtained using the above network capacity definition. 
[0043] FIG. 3B illustrates the same situation for an optimized network. Since distribution of capacity and traffic 
match each other in this case, the traffic that can be handled at the target blocking rate (dotted line) is maximal. 

40 [0044] In the following, the situation illustrated in FIG. 3B will be modeled. It will be assumed that there is only one 
type of service over the entire network. Every cell or cell sector, k, has a particular number of traffic channels, T k , that 
can be used for service. This number of traffic channels may be different for each sector. Further, the spatial traffic dis- 
tribution, TD(x, y), is given and normalized to the target capacity of the network: 

45 

\ TD(x, y) = TCap, 

TCA 

so where TCap is the target capacity of the network, and TCA is the target coverage area. This traffic distribution will be 
given in units of Erlangs. 

[0045] While the traffic distribution TD{x : y) is normalized to the target capacity, the traffic that can be handled by 
the network at the overall target blocking rate BR Q is x • TD(x, y), which may be significantly lower. The traffic-load mul- 
tiplier x obviously depends on the target blocking rate: □ =□ {BR 0 ) . 
55 [0046] In every cell or cell sector k, the total traffic load is i* TD k : 
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= x • J TD(x, y), 



where C(k) indicates the coverage area of k, i.e., the area where service requests are handled by k. In accordance with 
well-known trunking theory, the associated blocking rate BR k (zTD k ,T k ) for cell or cell sector k is: 



(vTDj- 



The amount of blocked traffic in cell or cell sector k, BT k {iTD k ,T k ), is the product of cell blocking rate and cell traffic: 

BT k (zTD k ,r k ) = zTD k • BR k (iTD k ,T k ) (9) 
The total amount of blocked traffic in the entire network is the sum over the blocked traffic in each cell: 

BT tot = £xTD k • BR k (xTD k ,T k ) (10) 



This leads to the total overall blocking rate for the entire network, given by the ratio of the total amount of blocked traffic 
and the total amount of traffic: 



BR tot =^xTD k • BR k (xTD k ,F k )/zTC 



This equation defines a function BR tot (x) from which the traffic multiplier x can be found by solving BR tot (x) = BR 0 , 
where BR 0 is an overall target blocking rate. 

[0047] In the above calculation, x represents the capacity of the network at target blocking rate for a given traffic 
distribution. However, this definition is generally reasonable only for full coverage. For realistic networks that have cov- 
erage holes, network capacity is instead defined by: 

Network capacity = x • Network coverage, (12) 

where network coverage is defined as above. This definition represents capacity as the total traffic load that can be 
served over the target network area at target blocking rate. 

[0048] FIGS. 4A and 4B illustrate the influence of network coverage in this case. Both figures show a situation 
where the distribution of traffic density and offered capacity per cell match each other perfectly. The capacity should 
therefore be 100% in both cases. In FIG. 4B, however, the network has a large coverage hole. The unused capacity 
resources in this area have been redistributed and are available in the covered areas of the network. This increases x 
by 1 /coverage (dotted line with respect to solid line). The total amount of traffic that can be served, however, has not 
been increased. To account for this, network capacity should be defined in accordance with Equation (12). 
[0049] It should be noted that in order to determine the amount of traffic that has to be handled by a cell or cell sec- 
tor, the coverage area of each cell of cell sector, C(k), has to be known. 

[0050] In the IS-95 CDMA standard, a user can be assigned to a cell or cell sector if the condition of Equation (1 ) it 
met in the forward link. If this condition is met for several cells or cell sectors, the user is in soft handoff, i.e., uses 
resources from all of these cells or cell sectors. In general, a user in an IS95 network can be assigned to a maximum 
of three cells. The coverage area C(k) in such a network therefore defines the area where the pilot of k is among the 
three strongest pilots that meet the condition of Equation (1). 
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[0051] As mentioned previously, the individual pilot level can be obtained from network design tools, from in-field 
measurements orfrom a combination of these and other techniques. 

[0052] In order to determine the overall performance vector for one particular network configuration, the corre- 
sponding overall performance point can be found by calculating coverage and capacity as described above. 
[0053] In general, any objective function can be used in conjunction with any optimization procedure to optimize the 
network in the manner described above. 

[0054] To directly optimize the overall network performance in the framework of the above classification, two com- 
peting objective functions have to be addressed simultaneously. Such an optimization procedure will lead to a tradeoff 
curve in the capacity/coverage diagram that represents the best performance in this classification the optimizer could 
find. Within the optimization process, this goal can be obtained by optimizing for one of the two objective functions, e.g., 
coverage, and keeping the other one, e.g., capacity, as a constraint. By repeating this procedure for various values of 
the constraint, the optimization will lead to the desired tradeoff curve. 

[0055] In order to obtain a point on the tradeoff curve, a new objective may be defined as follows: 



Optimizing for the new objective will lead to a point on the tradeoff curve. Repeating this procedure for different values 
of a will provide the full tradeoff curve. 

[0056] Two possible implementations of the above-describe optimization procedure, i.e., a Monte Carlo process 
and an optimization using a frequency planning tool, will now be described. 

[0057] In the Monte Carlo process, RF link metrics of a network under traffic are evaluated for one particular set of 
network parameters, e.g., an initial configuration, using a conventional design tool. This evaluation may be done on a 
geographical grid. The number of grid points should be dense enough for statistically significant representation of the 
network performance. From all RF link metrics data on this grid and the initial network configurations, the overall net- 
work performance is calculated in accordance with the above-described classification. The resulting overall-network 
performance point is plotted into the capacity/coverage plot. 

[0058] At least a subset of the tunable network parameters that are subjected to the optimization process are 
altered within a random process. The RF link metrics are recalculated with the design tool for each random set of net- 
work parameters. The overall network performance is evaluated as above and plotted into the capacity/coverage plot. 
The outer envelope of all overall performance points defines the tradeoff gained in this optimization procedure. 
[0059] FIG. 5 shows an example of a plot of overall network performance points for various network configurations 
obtained in the above-described Monte Carlo process. The outer envelope forms the optimum tradeoff gained in this 
process. 

[0060] As noted above, another possible implementation is an optimization using a frequency planning tool. In 
order to optimize a network with respect to its frequency plan, a design tool can be used in conjunction with a frequency- 
planning algorithm (e.g., the above-noted Asset frequency planning tool). For each frequency plan, the RF link metrics 
are calculated over a sufficiently fine grid using the design tool. From each grid of RF link metrics, overall network per- 
formance is determined in accordance with the above classification. From the set of resulting points, the optimum trade- 
off is determined in the manner previously described. 

[0061] A tradeoff curve can be determined in the following manner. Assume a set of points is given in the overall- 
performance plot (e.g., FIG. 5). This set of points may be the result from an optimization algorithm. The tradeoff curve, 
representing the points for best network performance, can be found by the following algorithm: 

/* There are n points in the set, each point carrying one unique index / = l,..,n. 

, /* The associated values for network coverage and network capacity are 

[Cov^Cap,). 

/* The following simple loop structure finds the tradeoff curve: 



New Objective = a • Coverage + (1 -a) • Capacity, ae [0,1]. 
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for(i = \;i <n;i+ = \) 
{ 

for(j = \J <rrJ+ = \) 
{ 

if ([CoVj < Cov, ) a if ap J < Cap t )) { Cov ] = 0; Cap, = 0 j 

} 
} 

The remaining non-zero points form the above-noted tradeoff curve. 

[0062] An exemplary derivative-based optimization process in accordance with the invention will now be described 
in detail, This optimization process optimizes the performance of a wireless network with respect to a multitude of math- 
ematically continuous network parameters for an objective addressing an overall network performance metric. 
[0063] This objective in this optimization process is formulated as a mathematical or numerical function of a set of 
network tuning parameters that are considered variables to the optimization process. In accordance with the invention, 
the optimization process may be based on exact or approximate first or higher order derivatives of the objective function 
with respect to the network tuning parameters. This leads to reliable results since the tuning parameters are mathemat- 
ically continuous and the overall network performance metric is locally differentiable, i.e., small changes of parameter 
settings cause only small changes in network performance. Examples of numerical optimization programs suitable for 
use in conjunction with the present invention include, e.g., the programs described in Robert Fourer, David M. Gay, 
Brain W. Kernigham, "AM PL - A Modeling Language for Mathematical Programming," The Scientific Press (1993), 
Philip E. Gill, Walter Murray and Michael A. Saunders, "SNOPT: An SQP Algorithm for Large-Scale Constrained Opti- 
mization," NA97-2, Dept. of Math., UC San Diego (1997), and Philip E. Gill, "User's Guide for SNOPT 5.3: A Fortran 
Package for Large-Scale Nonlinear Programming," 1997. 

[0064] If the mathematically continuous network parameters actually have discrete settings in practice with suffi- 
ciently small step size, these settings can be obtained after the optimization process by rounding the settings of the opti- 
mum configuration. This rounding procedure should not affect the overall network performance significantly, since the 
overall network performance is continuous with respect to the variables and the maximum or minimum is therefore 
smooth. 

[0065] The above-described optimization process has a number of advantages. For example, by writing the overall 
network performance as a function of a multitude of tuning parameters, their interdependent effect on the network per- 
formance is captured and considered in the optimization process. Another advantage is that using the analytical behav- 
ior of the overall network performance metric with respect to the network tuning parameters allows standard 
optimization algorithms to be exploited so as to attain optimal overall network performance. 

[0066] Examples of objectives that can be optimized in the above-described optimization process are the following: 

1 . Maximization of network coverage. As noted previously, network coverage may be defined by the fraction of area 
having local coverage, and can further be weighted by traffic density. Local coverage may be defined by the likeli- 
hood of service at a certain location under load, including interference. 

2. Maximization of network capacity. As noted previously, network capacity may be defined by the amount of traffic 
with a given spatial distribution that can be served at a given overall target-blocking rate. 

3. Minimization of network resources. This type of objective can address any type of network resources. 

4. Any combination of two of the above objectives, forming a one-dimensional solution space of optimal configura- 
tions. The solution space can be plotted as a curve in a two-dimensional plot, representing the tradeoff between 
both objectives, e.g., in the manner illustrated in FIGS. 2A and 2B. 

5. Any objective that is directly related to one of the above objectives. For example, "overall blocking rate at given 
traffic load" relates to network capacity since a monotonic function of one can be described as a monotonic function 
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of the other. 

[0067] Examples of network tuning parameters that can be used in the optimization process include the following: 

1. Antenna parameters, e.g., location, height, orientation, tilt, azimuth & elevation beamwidth. 

2. Power levels per communication channel and link. 

3. Handoff thresholds. 

4. Number of channel units per cell or cell sector (can be treated as continuous if number is sufficiently large). 

5. Link-dependent cost of goods, e.g., required power per power amplifier, etc. 

[0068] The optimization may be done for a large set of these parameters, e.g., antenna tilts of all cell sectors, etc. 
This allows their interdependent effects on the overall network performance to be captured and considered in the opti- 
mization procedure. 

[0069] All parameters that are not variables should be treated as constants to the optimization process, e.g., fixed 
network parameters, parameters associated with propagation in the environment, spatial traffic distribution, communi- 
cation standard, etc. For each of the above objectives chosen for the optimization process, the other objectives should 
be treated as constraints. For example, network coverage can be optimized for a given overall traffic served, which con- 
strains network capacity, etc. Furthermore, the range of all tuning parameters is preferably constrained to the actual 
range these parameters can or should be operated in. 

[0070] Modeling the functional dependence between a given objective and the network tuning parameter variables 
involves propagation effects, mutual interactions between communication channels, and standard-specific parameters. 
Since the overall network performance metric captures time-averaged network performance, statistical models can be 
used to formulate propagation effects and mutual interactions. Such models have been described in general terms for 
conventional network design tools and can therefore easily be developed for a particular network. Propagation predic- 
tion can be improved by, e.g., ray-tracing models, or by incorporating actual in-field measurements. 
[0071] The optimization algorithm itself may be, e.g., any conventional algorithm that optimizes a numerical or 
mathematical function based on exact or approximate first or higher order derivatives. The derivatives can be calculated 
numerically or analytically. 

[0072] An illustrative implementation of the above -described derivative-based optimization process will now be 
described. 

[0073] In this implementation, a network coverage objective is defined as follows. A location is considered covered 
when a communication link can be properly originated and terminated, and when the link traffic has sufficient link quality 
during the time when the link is up, i.e., local coverage exists. These conditions may involve several communication 
channels with different link requirements. 

[0074] Network capacity and network coverage objectives in this exemplary implementation of the derivative-based 
optimization process may be defined in the manner described previously in conjunction with the tradeoff of network cov- 
erage with network capacity. 

[0075] A network resources objective can be defined in the following manner. There can be various resources that 
are minimized. For example, the total hardware costs for power amplifiers, represented by the power-level requirements 
per cell sector or cell, may be minimized. In an IS-95 CDMA system, the power-level requirement per sector is given by 
the number of traffic channels and their average power level Fjraffic ar| d tne overhead needed for pilot, synch, and pag- 
ing channels, P P , Vof , Ps yn ch- and p Page> respectively. The power amplifier can be scaled down by uniformly reducing the 
power-levels per channel by a factor A*, or by reducing the amount of traffic channels r k , where the total power is given 
by: 

PtOt k = X k • {P Pilot +P synch + P Page + r k • P Traffic ) k . 

The cost per power amplifier is a monotonic function of its power COG k (Ptot k ). This function should be analytical. The 
costs for power amplifiers in the overall network is: 

COG tot = Y J COG k (Ptot k ). 



[0076] The RF environment may be modeled in the following manner. This example modeling procedure is for an 
IS-95 CDMA system, and considers links between potential user locations, e.g., mobiles, and base stations or base sta- 
tion sectors. 
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1 . A target coverage area is defined in the environment. 

2. A target traffic distribution is defined, given as traffic density per area TD{x,y) (e.g. Erl/km 2 ). This traffic density 
can be derived from live-traffic data. Preferably, this traffic density is normalized to the target capacity of the net- 
work in the target coverage area: 



j" TD(x, y) • dxdy= TCap 



3. A grid or a mesh is generated over the target coverage area, with the gird points representing potential or actual 
user locations. A road-based mesh may be used, as described in the above-cited U.S. Patent Application of K.L. 
Clarkson et al. entitled "Road-Based Evaluation and Interpolation of Wireless Network Parameters." 

a) Grid points index: 1 ... / ... n. 

b) Location of grid point: Y t = (x,-,y,) . 

The grid spacing can be varied over the target coverage area, e.g., to account for changes in traffic density. 

4. A traffic density is assigned to every grid point: 



TD,= TD(x ( .,y ( .) • <3f (Erl), 



where G, is a local grid spacing. 

5. Every grid point, representing a potential user transceiver, is characterized by: 

a) Relevant antenna data, such as height, radiation pattern (azimuth angle, elevation angle), antenna orienta- 
tion, tilt: /J/,fl , /(8,<p).a/.P/- 

b) Transmit power (Tx-power) level at antenna port: P,-. 

c) Total received power (Rx-power) level from base station k at antenna port: Etot ik = L jk • Ptot k 

d) Rx-power level of pilot channel of base station k at antenna port: Ec k = L jk • Pc k , where L ik is a general 
path-loss factor to be described below. 

e) Thermal noise floor + external interference: N 0 

f) Noise floor of user receiver: NF, 

6. Base stations or base station sectors carry index and a location: 

a) Base station index: 1 ... k ... m. 

b) Base station location: X k = {x k ,y k ) 

7. Every base station or base station sector is characterized by: 

a) Relevant antenna data, such as height, radiation pattern (azimuth angle, elevation angle), antenna orienta- 
tion, tilt: h k ,g k ($,(?),a k $ k . 

b) Maximum Tx-power available at antenna port: Ptot k 

c) Tx-power level of pilot channel at antenna port: Pc k = b k • Ptot k . 

d) Rx-power level of mobile at antenna port: S jk = L jk • P ( , where L jk is a general path-loss factor. 

e) Thermal noise floor + external interference, incl. fade margin: N 0 . 
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f) Noise floor of user receiver: NF k . 

g) Maximum number of traffic channels: r k . 

5 8. Path-loss calculation: A propagation-path-loss matrix PL ik is calculated. PL jk assigns the propagation loss from 

the antenna connector of the k th base station or sector to the antenna connector of the / th mobile transceiver. The 
particular model used depends highly on local morphology and topology. Suitable models that predict mean values 
for the path loss PL ik are described in, e.g., "Cellular System, Design & Optimization," Clint Smith, RE., and Curt 
Gervelis, Editor: McGraw-Hill (1996). These models have basically the shape: 

w 

PL ik = PL 0 ' (d ik /d 0 ) K , 

where 

15 PL ik : Path loss between BS k and mobile location /. 

Using the well-known Hata model, examples of the parameters in PL jk are: 

20 

PL 0 = 6.955 « (f c (MHz)) 2 - 616 • (h k (m)) ~ 1382 
d 0 = 1 km 

25 

k= 4.49-0.655 • Iog 10 (^(m)) 

These parameters represent the path loss for a mobile height of 1 .5 meters and an urban environment. For subur- 

30 ban environments, PL !k is reduced by 9.88 dB and for rural areas by 28.41 dB. 

As part of this step, a general path-loss matrix L jk is determined that includes, besides the path loss, all parameters 
in the link budget from the antenna connector at BS k to the antenna connector at mobile /. This also includes 
antenna pattern and gain for the mobile and base station antennas. Since the propagation model in this example 
is a statistical model, L ik should also include margins for Raleigh fading and log-normal shadow fading, as 

35 described in, e.g., "Cellular System, Design & Optimization," Clint Smith, RE., and Curt Gervelis, Editor: McGraw- 
Hill (1 996), and William C.Y. Lee, "Mobile Communications, Design Fundamentals," 2 nd edition, John Wiley & Sons, 
Inc. (1993). The general path-loss matrix is given by: 

L ik = £l ' PL ik'l9 k (S-u k ,<p-V k )' ff,(8-0| P q>-p,)). 

40 

All the fixed loss and gain parameters are summarized by ft. The azimuth and elevation angels 9,9 are defined by: 
cos 9 = X j • Y k , tan cp = {h k - h ( )/d A , where h k =h k + H(x k , y k ) and h,- = h ; + H{x n y,) . Here, H(x, y) is 
the terrain elevation. More refined terrain effects, such as detraction over hills, can also be included. 
9. Assignment of users to sectors is done in the forward link. Soft handoff is neglected for the sake of simplicity. A 
45 user / is assigned to sector k if: 

i e A k <=> Ec jk llo jk = max ,(£c ;/ / lo ;/ ), 

where A k is the assignment area of sector k. 
50 1 0. Calculation of overall coverage is then performed as follows: 

a) Forward link: A user has local forward-link coverage if: 

/ e Bf k <^ (/ e A k ) a (Ec jk !lo ik ) > 9 C , 

55 

where 
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Ec ik = Pc jk IL jk , Etot jk = Ptot k /L ik . 

lo ik = £ Etot ik , + (1-6) • Etot k + NFj • N 0 . 

Bf k : Forward-link coverage area of sector k. 
b) Reverse link: A user has local reverse-link coverage if: 

ie Br k ^(ie A k ) a {S ik Jl ik ) > 6 ms 

where 

S ik = Pmax/max reA (L rk ) 
Pmax: Maximum mobile power level. 



This assumes perfect power control in the reverse link. The received power levels from mobiles in the 
assignment area are all the same. Their maximum value is given by the maximum mobile power and the max- 
imum path loss in this sector. Furthermore, 



I jeB„ 



30 where Bf k is the reverse-link coverage area of sector k. 
c) Overall local coverage: 

/ e C k o (/ e Bf k Aie Br k ) 

35 

This defines the local coverage function: 



fO if potential mobile / is not covered 

C° v ik = i 

[\ if potential mobile /is covered 



Network coverage Cov tot is given by: 



Cov for L £ Cw * ' TDj/^n • £ TD J, n: total number of mobiles. 

1 1 . Calculation of overall capacity: 

t • TD k = x • £ TD, => BR k (xTD k Y k ) => Bfl fof (x) => z(BR tot ) 
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as described above. Overall capacity is then defined by: t • Cov tot . 
12. Calculation of resources: As given above, 

ptot k = x k • {P PM + P Synch + p Page + r k > p Traffic ) k . 

5 

[0077] This completes the process of modeling the RF environment. 

[0078] A number of examples of network tuning parameter variables suitable for optimization in this implementation 
of the derivative-based optimization process will now be described. The following network parameters can be used as 
variables for the optimization: 

w 

1. Antenna data: Height, orientation, tilt: h k ,a klPk . 

2. Antenna location: Y k . 

15 3. Transmit power levels for various communication channels: Ptot k , P Pjbt , P Traf f ic . 

4. Amount of channel units: T k . Although this is not a continuous parameter it can be treated as such in a mathe- 
matical sense. 

20 5. Power amplifier scaling factor: X k 

[0079] The formulation of the derivative functions will now be described. The derivatives can be handled in a math- 
ematical or numerical fashion. If a numerical treatment is chosen, the derivative may be defined by finite differences as 
follows: 

25 

d . , R . Cov tot ^ k0 + A Pk )-Cov tot ( Pk0 ) 
w Cov tot ( Pk0 ) = ^ . 

30 The same or similar formulation can be done for every other objective function and variable in the optimization process. 
[0080] Since the above-described grid is discrete, mobile assignment to sectors will occur in discrete steps when a 
variable is changed continuously. To obtain reasonable results for the derivatives, it is generally necessary to choose a 
sufficiently fine grid and sufficiently large values for Ap\. This can be checked easily by running the optimization for 
increasingly finer grid spacings. When the optimization results converge, a sufficiently fine grid spacing has been found 

35 for the particular set of A$ k . values chosen. Alternatively, the derivatives can be determined analytically. Such an imple- 
mentation based on a road-based interpolation technique is described in the above-cited U.S. Patent Application of K.L 
Clarkson et al. entitled "Road-Based Evaluation and Interpolation of Wireless Network Parameters." 
[0081] In the derivative-based optimization process, the objective function, the constraints, and the derivative func- 
tions of the objective function with respect to all network tuning parameter may be generated as, e.g., numerical func- 

40 tions. The resulting functions can be processed by any conventional numerical optimization program that is 
commercially available in order to perform the optimization. As noted above, examples of numerical optimization pro- 
grams suitable for use in conjunction with the present invention include AMPL and SNOPT. 

[0082] The graphical displays of FIGS. 2A, 2B, 3A, 3B, 4A, 4B and 5 may be generated in accordance with, e.g., 
software program instructions executed by processor 12 of system 10. An appropriately-configured software program 
45 in accordance with the invention may, e.g., obtain network parameter data from one or more sources, process the net- 
work parameter data in accordance with the optimization process of the invention, and generate a display which plots 
the resulting network configuration information in a desired format. 

[0083] The above-described embodiments of the invention are intended to be illustrative only. For example, the 
above-described techniques can be used to design a wireless network, or to optimize or otherwise improve an existing 
so network that is already under operation. In addition, the invention can be applied to sub-networks, e.g., to designated 
portions of a given wireless network, and to many different types of networks, e.g., networks with mobile subscriber 
units or fixed subscriber units or combinations of mobile and fixed units. These and numerous other alternative embod- 
iments within the scope of the appended claims will be readily apparent to those skilled in the art. 

55 Claims 

1 . A processor-implemented method for characterizing the performance of a wireless network, the method comprising 
the steps of: 
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determining values for a plurality of network parameters; and 

processing the network parameter values to generate a measure of the performance of the wireless network, 
the measure including components representative of network coverage and network capacity. 

2. The method of claim 1 wherein at least a subset of the network parameters comprise link parameters. 

3. The method of claim 1 wherein the network coverage component is defined at least in part as a fraction of area in 
which quality of service is above a specified threshold, with respect to a target coverage area. 

4. The method of claim 3 wherein the quality of service comprises at least one communication channel in a particular 
link of the wireless network. 

5. The method of claim 1 wherein the network coverage component is weighted in accordance with a weighting factor. 

6. The method of claim 5 wherein the weighting factor is representative of traffic density within a particular coverage 
area. 

7. The method of claim 1 wherein the network coverage component for a given communication channel of the wireless 
network is configured to include interference from other communication channels in the wireless network, so as to 
reflect a reduction of coverage under traffic load. 

8. The method of claim 1 wherein the network coverage component comprises an overall area-weighted network cov- 
erage component defined by: 



where TCA denotes a target coverage area and Cov(x, y) is a coverage function that assigns a coverage indication 
to a given location (x, y). 

9. The method of claim 8 wherein the coverage function Cov(x, y) is defined as 



10. The method of claim 1 wherein the network coverage component comprises an overall traffic-weighted coverage 
component defined by: 



where TD(x, y) is a local traffic density function and Cov(x, y) is a coverage function that assigns a coverage indi- 
cation to a given location (x, y). 

11. The method of claim 10 wherein the coverage function Cov(x, y) is defined as 





[0 if location (x,y) is not covered 
[1 if location (x,y) is covered 



Cov tot = j" TD{x, y) • Cov{x, y) • dx • dy I J TD(x, y) • dx • dy 
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Cov(x,y) = 



0 if location (x,y) is not covered 

1 if location (x,y) is covered 



12. The method of claim 1 wherein the network capacity component is defined at least in part by an amount of traffic 
having a given spatial distribution, and represents the ability of the wireless network to match the spatial traffic dis- 
tribution. 

13. The method of claim 1 wherein the network capacity component further represents the amount of traffic having the 
given spatial distribution that can be carried by the network with a specified target blocking rate. 

14. The method of claim 13 wherein the specified target blocking rate is defined as: 

BFj _ Failed attempts to originate a service in a target coverage area 
° - Total amount of service requests in a target coverage area ' 

where the failed attempts are service origination failures attributable to an overload of network resources. 

15. The method of claim 13 wherein the network capacity component is defined as: 

Network capacity = x • Network coverage, 

where x is a multiplier to a normalized traffic distribution, and is set to a value such that the corresponding traffic 
load can be handled by the network at the specified target blocking rate. 

16. The method of claim 1 wherein the network capacity component is defined at least in part by an amount of blocked 
service requests at a given traffic load. 

17. The method of claim 1 further including the step of representing the performance of the wireless network in a two- 
dimensional diagram which allows visual comparison of different network performance measures generated for a 
plurality of different network configurations. 

1 8. The method of claim 1 7 wherein the two-dimensional diagram includes representations of the network performance 
measures for the plurality of different network configurations so as to illustrate a performance tradeoff among the 
multiple configurations based on a tradeoff between the network coverage and network capacity components. 

19. The method of claim 17 wherein the two-dimensional diagram includes a tradeoff curve for each of the plurality of 
configurations, each of the tradeoff curves including multiple points each corresponding to a network performance 
measure generated for the corresponding configuration under a particular network resource constraint. 

20. The method of claim 19 wherein an outer envelope of at least a subset of a set of points of the tradeoff curves 
defines an optimum tradeoff curve between the network coverage and network capacity components for the plural- 
ity of network configurations. 

21. The method of claim 1 further including the step of optimizing the performance of the wireless network using an 
optimization algorithm that generates proposed network configurations, wherein the proposed network configura- 
tions are evaluated using the network performance measure. 

22. The method of claim 21 wherein the optimization algorithm comprises a frequency planning tool. 

23. The method of claim 21 wherein the optimization algorithm comprises a derivative-based optimization process. 
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24. The method of claim 1 further including the step of optimizing the performance of the wireless network using an 
optimization algorithm that determines a network configuration for specified values of at least one of the network 
coverage and network capacity components of the performance measure. 

25. The method of claim 24 wherein the optimization algorithm determines a network configuration for an objective 
other than a particular network coverage or network capacity. 

26. The method of claim 24 wherein the optimization algorithm optimizes a particular one of the network coverage and 
network capacity components for different constraint values associated with the other component. 

27. The method of claim 24 wherein the optimization algorithm optimizes a network performance objective specified as 
a linear combination of the network coverage component and the network capacity component. 

28. The method of claim 27 wherein the network performance objective is specified as: 

a • Coverage + (1 -a). Capacity, ae [0,1]. 

where "Coverage" denotes the network coverage component and "Capacity" denotes the network capacity compo- 
nent. 

29. An apparatus for characterizing the performance of a wireless network, the apparatus comprising: 

a processor-based system operative (i) to determine values for a plurality of network parameters; and (ii) to 
process the network parameter values to generate a measure of the performance of the wireless network, the 
measure including components representative of network coverage and network capacity. 

30. An article of manufacture comprising a computer-readable medium storing one or more software programs for use 
in characterizing the performance of a wireless network, wherein the one or more programs when executed by a 
processor perform the steps of: 

determining values for a plurality of network parameters; and 

processing the network parameter values to generate a measure of the performance of the wireless network, 
the measure including components representative of network coverage and network capacity. 

31 . A processor-implemented method for characterizing the performance of a wireless network, the method comprising 
the steps of: 

determining values for a plurality of network parameters; and 

processing the network parameter values to generate a measure of the performance of the wireless network, 
the measure comprising a vector having at least two dimensions and being representative of the performance 
of the wireless network for a given set of network resources. 

32. The method of claim 31 wherein the vector includes a first dimension corresponding to network coverage and a 
second dimension corresponding to network capacity. 

33. An apparatus for characterizing the performance of a wireless network, the apparatus comprising: 

a processor-based system operative (i) to determine values for a plurality of network parameters; and (ii) to 
process the network parameter values to generate a measure of the performance of the wireless network, the 
measure comprising a vector having at least two dimensions and being representative of the performance of 
the wireless network for a given set of network resources. 

34. The apparatus of claim 33 wherein the vector includes a first dimension corresponding to network coverage and a 
second dimension corresponding to network capacity. 

35. An article of manufacture comprising a computer-readable medium storing one or more software programs for use 
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in characterizing the performance of a wireless network, wherein the one or more programs when executed by a 
processor include: 

determining values for a plurality of network parameters; and 

5 

processing the network parameter values to generate a measure of the performance of the wireless network, 
the measure comprising a vector having at least two dimensions and being representative of the performance 
of the wireless network for a given set of network resources. 

10 36. The article of manufacture of claim 35 wherein the vector includes a first dimension corresponding to network cov- 
erage and a second dimension corresponding to network capacity. 
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